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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 2-1 8 have been examined. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This action is responsive to Amendment C filed, 12/02/2005. Claims 2-18 are 
pending in this application. Claims 2-18 have been amended. This action is Non-Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 2-3,10-1 1, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al ("Anderson", US 5,961 ,604) in view of Mclntyre et al 
("Mclntyre", US 6,299,538). 

As per claim 2, Anderson teaches a system coupled to a plurality of 
uninterruptible power supply (UPS) devices, which are being monitored by the system, 
the system including a display, a method of monitoring diagnosed states of the devices 
comprising: displaying a monitoring icon with a normal indication if each operating 
characteristic, of the UPS devices being monitored by the system is diagnosed to be in 
a normal state (Figure 7 item 220, OK); and displaying the monitoring icon with an 
abnormal indication if at least one of the UPS operating characteristics being monitored 
by the system is diagnosed to be in an abnormal state (Figure 7 item 220, Alarm). 
Anderson does not distinctly teach an icon. However, Mclntyre teaches an icon 
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reflecting the status (Column 15 line 40 - Column 16 line 2). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the teaching of status 
icons of Mclntyre with the system of Anderson. Motivation to do so would have been to 
visually depict the problem by looking at the icon. 

As per claim 3, Anderson-Mclntyre teaches the method further comprising: 
diagnosing the abnormal state of the at least one UPS device as one of multiple levels 
of abnormal states (Mclntyre, Column 15 line 40 - Column 16 line 2); associating each 
level of abnormal state with a different abnormal indication (Mclntyre, Column 15 line 40 
- Column 16 line 2); and displaying the monitoring icon with the abnormal indication 
associated with the diagnosed level of abnormal state of the UPS device (Mclntyre, 
Column 15 line 40 - Column 16 line 2). 

Independent claims 10 and 17 are similar in scope to independent claim 2, and 
are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 1 1 is similar in scope to claims 3, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale, 

5. Claims 4-9 and 12-16, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al ("Anderson", US 5,961 ,604) in view of Mclntyre et al 
("Mclntyre", US 6,299,538) and further in view of Chin et al. ("Chin" US 6,456,306). 

As per claim 4, Anderson-Mclntyre fails to teach prioritizing abnormal states. 
However, Chin teaches the method further comprising: prioritizing the multiple levels of 



Application/Control Number: 09/927,822 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

the abnormal states; and displaying the monitoring icon with the abnormal indication 
associated with a first level of higher priority when a first UPS device of the UPS 
devices is at the first level of priority and a second UPS device of the UPS devices is at 
a second level of priority lower than the first level (Column 6, lines 46-64, Figure 6). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of a priority status of Chin with the system of Anderson-Mclntyre. 
Motivation to do so would have been to detect the severity of a problem with just a 
glance. 

As per claim 5, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teaches the method as 
recited in claim 4, further comprising: opening a dialog window when the monitoring icon 
is selected (Chin, Column 6 lines 47-64) and displaying in the dialog window a list of at 
least a portion of the UPS devices being monitored and corresponding states of at least 
some of the UPS devices on the list (Chin, Fig.6). 

As per claim 6, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teaches the method as 
recited in claim 5, further comprising: receiving an input selecting a UPS device from the 
list (Chin, col. 6, lines 55-58), displaying a menu upon selection of a UPS device from 
the list, the menu comprising at least one UPS management function; receiving an input 
selecting a UPS management function from the menu; and causing the UPS 
management function to be performed on the selected UPS device (Chin, Column 8, 
lines 55-67; menu is only operable after selecting a device from the list). 

As per claim 7, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teaches the method as 
recited in claim 6, further comprising: opening a status window; and displaying in the 
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status window at least one event associated with the state of a UPS device when the 
UPS device is selected from the list of UPS devices (Chin, Column 6, lines 55-64, 
Anderson Figure 7). 

As per claim 8, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teach the method as 
recited in claim 7, further comprising: displaying a selectable analysis icon (Chin, Fig. 8, 
section 870-ANALYZE icon); and displaying a power event analysis of a UPS device 
selected from the list of UPS devices when a power event analysis icon is selected 
(Anderson, Figure 7, item 222). 

As per claim 9, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teach the method as 
recited in claim 8, further comprising: displaying a selectable analysis icon (Chin, Fig. 8, 
section 870-ANALYZE icon and displaying a voltage analysis of a UPS device selected 
from the list of UPS devices when the voltage analysis icon is selected (Anderson, 
Figure 7, item 222). 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claims 4, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 5, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 7, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 15-16 are similar in scope to claims 8-9 respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 18, the method of Anderson-Mclntyre-Chin teach the system of 
claim 16 further comprising means for diagnosing the state of a UPS device operably 
coupled to the system (Anderson, Figure 7). 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm M-Th, and 
alternating F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ryan Pitaro 
Art Unit 21 74 
Patent Examiner 
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